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ing in the same places as the Boobies. The young specimens 
brought home show no points of special interest, the scries 
being perfeetly gradual; and they do not pass through the 
extraordinary changes of plumage our English Gannets do. 


Perren (Procellaria melanogastra ?) . 

One egg. 

Found lying in a crevice on the rocks during the ascent 
of Boatswain-bird Island. This egg being very hard-set, Mr. 
Unwin very kindly injected it with arsenic; and it is now in 
spirit. On showing it to Mr. Salvin he confirmed my sup- 
position that it was the egg of one of the Swallow-Petrels 
(Procellaria or Oceanites); but no Petrel has been recorded 
from the island, which is not, however, to be wondered at, 
considering their crepuscular habits. 


XXII.—WNote on the Milvus govinda of Sykes. 
By W. Evwin Brooks. 


În the Zoological Society’s ‘ Proeeedings’ for 1832, Col. 

Sykes described his Milvus govinda as follows :— 

“ Milv. capite, nucha, eorporeque subtis rufescenti-brunneis, 
plumis in medio fusco lineatis; dorso, alis, eauddique 
satis furcaté saturaté brunneis, illarum pteromatibus pal- 
lidioribus, hâc fusco obsoleté fasciaté. Longitudo cor- 
poris 26 une., caude 11.” —P. Z. S. part ii. (1832), 
pp. 80, 81. 


The above is the original description of this Kite; and no 
Indian Kite but M. melanotis ever reaches the size indicated 
by Sykes. There are only two of Sykes’s Kites in the Indian 
Museum at Kensington ; and they are said to be his types. 
I have examined them ; and the larger of the two is, beyond 
all doubt, M. melanotis, T. & S., in immature plumage, with an 
occasional red feather appearing here and there. The lesser 
bird of the two is of an entirely different species, and is what 
I call Milvus affinis of Gould. 

Sykes’s total length of 26 inches, and the tail 11 inches, could 
never have belonged to the lesser bird. We see that Sykes 
obtained both birds; but his description carries more weight 
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with it than the types, because the types are diverse, and prove 
nothing but that Sykes did not distinguish between M. govinda 
and M. affinis. The dimeusions of the larger bird of the two 
agree with the description; and we must therefore regard the 
larger species as M. govinda of Sykes, of which M. melanotis 
and M. major are synonyms. 

I have read Mr. Gurney’s paper in the January number of 
‘The Ibis’ for 1879; and with most of his conclusions on this 
subject I am entirely at variance. Mr. Gurney informs us 
that he has followed the example set by Messrs. Sharpe and 
Hume in calling a comparatively small Kite M. govinda. It 
is a pity that three eminent ornithologists should go astray ; 
but I can’t follow them with Sykes’s original description 
before me, and I hope they wiil be left alone in their error. 

Mr. Gurney speaks of intermediate birds between M. mela- 
notis and M. affinis. I have never seen such a thing. There is 
a very clear line between the great Hill-Kite and the common 
Kite of the plains; and let it be remembered that one bird 
is a migrant and the other is not. Each bird is subject to 
immense variation, both as regards size and colour; but when 
once they are well understood, there is no difficulty what- 
ever. As a rule, the superior surface rufous, the white patch 
under the wings, together with the light under tail-coverts 
and light under surface of the tail, mark the larger Kite. Oc- 
casionally it is without the white patch under the wing ; but 
this is rare. The young of each species in first plumage are 
very distinct. I ought to have noticed the dark ear-coverts 
of the larger Kite when speaking of its characteristics. 

M. affinis, the lesser Kite, varies extremely. There are 
numbers of entirely dark birds to be had in India, showing not 
a speck of white on the under surface of the wing. These are 
the very old birds. I am not sure whether both sexes get 
thus dark, or only one. J have seen such dark birds paired 
with lighter ones. In the second year the wings are varic- 
gated with white underneath; and in this stage they are the 
M. palustris of Anderson (P. A. S. B. 1873, pp. 142-147). 
I can’t say how long it takes for a light bird to become a 
dark sooty-coloured one. The very great difference as regards 
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size and colour of this species is apparent when forty or fifty 
are eireling above one at the same time. 

In the face of the original deseription and of one of the 
types, I think Messrs. Sharpe’s, Hume’s, and Gurney’s con- 
clusion most arbitrary and unreasonable. It is purcly a 
fanciful conelusion, and quite against facts. I am afraid all 
the ornithological world will now take the leap, and eall the 
small Kite “ Milvus govinda, Sykes ”—a bird never described 
by Sykes at all. 

I cannot find ground for two species of the lesser Kite. I 
tried to do so once, and called the supposed bird M. palustris ; 
but the name was withdrawn when the bird was discovered to 
be the two-year-old M. affinis. Should sueh a very nulikely 
thing oecur as a third Indian Kite, its name would be palus- 
tris ; but I have no expectation of the revival of the supposed 


species. 

Mr. Gurney’s foot-note, ‘ Ibis,’ 1879, p. 79, should be ob- 
served. I don’t think Mr. Hume disproved my position in the 
very slightest. This was, that a 26-ineh Kite, with an 11-meh 
tail, backed up by a type of the same size, could not be the 
small eommon Indian Kite, the length of which is from 21 
to 234 inches. Mr. Ilume once supposed that Sykes had 
stretched his Kite before measurement; but he did not stretch 
Circus pallidus and other birds; and there is the specimen of 
his own collecting to support the great total length. I have 
examined it most carefully; and once again I say it is the 
larger Kite, which is identical with M. melanotis, T. & S., and 
M. major, Hume. After this protest I shall lct the matter 
alone; but it will be interesting to see how many writers will 
follow the three above-mentioned ornithologists, who have 
fallen into a most grievous error, from whieh I am afraid 
there is no chance of reclaiming them. 


